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By Sander Vanocur 
If information is power, then CBS 
Chairman William S. Paley is the most 
powerful man in the United States. . 

He has no equal in politics or in 
: business. In an age where political and 
corporate structures have been 
arranged so that no one can he held ac- 
countable for their acts, where' 
decisions are reached by committee so. 
that no one can be linked to failure, 
Paley may be our last autocrat. 

Autocrats do not like criticism. 
Neither do lesser beings. The dif- 
. .ference lies in the power of the autocrat ' 
to counter it,.. using information to 
counter other information. We are now 
in the midst of whathistorians may one 
day call Paley’s -‘counter-, 
information.” •;; ; 



The movement, may be officially 
dated from last July when CBSbeganto. 
react to Robert Metz’s “CBS: Reflec- 
tions in a Bloodshot Eye;” a somewhat . 
.slapdash history of Paley and CBS, the • 
two being synonymous. The CBS reac-. 
tion to the book was excessive. The' 



Television 



bookshould have beep ignored. 

; A new look at CBS and Paley in the 
current issue of The Atlantic cannot be 
ignored. It is the first installment of a 
two-part series by David Halberstam, 
author of “The Best and the 
B rightest , ’ ’ that forms a central part of 
a, new book on how technological 
change has redefined who holds power 



in the United States and how power is 
exercised — from the ways computers /. 
have altered the information process 
to the massive impact of a fleeting TV . 
image. ■- ” 

; Itisnotbeingignored.Itcduldnotbe. 
Halberstam traces the rise of CBS to its 
present role as leader of the broad- , 
casting industry and how the rise of the 
company and its insistence on ever 
greater corporate profits has affected ■ 
■Paley’s special relationship with his ■ 
•news department, a relationship which 
Paley had fostered through his close ] 
friendship with the late Edward R. 
iMurrow. ., ; '■ 

; Halberstam’s conclusion in the first 
article will not be easy fpr Paley to ac- 
cept — that he abandoned Murrow in 
See TELEVISION, C21, Col. 1 > M 
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the late ’Msafter Murrow went before 
a meeting of radio and television news 
directors in Chicago to denounce what 
television was showing its vast audien- 
ce. According to Halberstam, “Paley 
kas furious;.’ Murrow had betrayea 
•him, had fouled his own nest. Ed 
Murrow had betrayed the man who, in 
Bill Paley’s view at least, had made 
him rich aiid famous.” . - 
It is difficult for those who were born 
after World War II to understand how 
important a. figure Murrow was in 
broadcast journalism. Fromhisbroad- 
castsfrom London during the war until 



the rise of Huntley and Brinkley, he: 
Was ihe sole dominant voice on radio 
. and television. There was Murrow and : 
then there was everyone else. 

: CBS has a curious corporate per- 
sonality split about Murrow. In the late 
‘50s, CBS made him virtually a non- ■, 
' person before he left the network to 
become director of the U.S.I.A. in the 
•Kennedy administration. But from 
time to time, CBS celebrates the 
memory of Murrow by showing some 
of his celebrated documentaries. It is 
even considering a dramatic program 
based oil Murrow’s life, something 
similar jn form to the two-hour drama 
it aired this fall on John Henry Faulk, a 



,, CBS entertainer who lost his job after 
' -.he was blacklisted by anti-communist 
vigilantes. 

. How CBS car..; uas off will be in- 
teresting. The Faulk drama made no 
mention ofeitherPaleyor Frank'S tan- 
■ ton, the number two man at CBS during ■ 

; those days. Can CBS show a drama 
about Murrow withoiit getting into 
•what happened.. to his. relationships 
with Paley and Stanton? If the drama 
does not, do Paley and others at CBS 
think this will go unnoticed? 

Perhaps they do. Television is, after 
. all, a medium that can rearrange and i 
alter our perceptions of reality and 



Edward R. Murrow: “It is dif- 
ficult for those bom after 
World War ll to understand 
how important a figure 
IVIurrow was in broadcast 
joumalism...There was 
Murrow and then there was 
everyone else.” 



does so on a daily basis. Why not 
history? Great men worry about 
history. They wonder what will be said, 
of them after they are gone from the 
scene. Some try to tidy up all the loose 
ends while they still have the power to 

- do so. .Why let others -build your 
memorial wiiile- you still have the 
power to commission its design? , ' 

This may be the reason why Paley 
has commissioned Martin Mayer, 
author of* ‘About Television” and * ‘The 
Bankers,’! to write a history of CBS 

• News. Mayer does not know what CBS. 

- Intends- to do with it. Neither, at this 
time, does CBS, though it -appears 



'designed to; be issued either to 
"stockholders Or affiliates next year, 
when CBS celebrates its 50th anniver- ; 
sary. If - CBS changes or edits the 
history, Mayer says it then becomes a * 
company document and his name will,./ 
be removed frbnf it. % A , ’ 

A commissioned history of CBS' 
News, a projected drama about 
Murrow on CBS . . . It is obvious that a 
raw nerve has been touched, a nerve, 
that.reachedback in time to the mo- 
ment when, two- giants, Paley and 
Murrow, joined together to create an . 
excellence in broadcast journalism 1 
that has never since been touched. 



One of those giants is gone. The other 
' remains with certain loose endijif 
history that must be tidied and perhans / 
rearranged. That is the privilegejrf 
; great and powerful men. Paley hasfjus 
-own sense of his relationship W§h 
Murrow.-; His - commissioned history 
will have its own special sense. Repdr-^ 
ters such as Halberstam will have 
theirs. We will know in time. But 
perhaps it is now in order to ask foi^a 
modicum of charity on the part of 
Paley and CBS where the memory of 
Ed Murrow is involved. (He served bqth 
well when he lived. There is no more he 
can do for them now. Let him rest in 
peace... ; 1 \ 




